
Clarke, Patrice A 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Walk, Roger A. 

Wednesday, November 27, 2002 11:59 AM 
Zhang, Mingda (R&D) 

FW: External dialog re our cancer symposium 


-Original Message- 

From: Haussmann, Hans-Juergen 

Sent: Friday, November 08, 2002 10:14 AM 

To: Walk, Roger A.; Tricker, Anthony; Dempsey, Ruth; Sanders, Edward; 
Patskan, George J. ,- Roethig, Hans; Podraza, Ken F.; Kobal, Gerd; 
Carchman, Loreen; remote Reininghaus, Wolf 
Cc: Solana, Rick P.; Sanders, Edward 

Subject: RE: External dialog re our cancer symposium 


Dear Roger: 

As mentioned, every opportunity to discuss our approaches with high caliber external 
scientists is good. Why don't we use a dinner during the planning meeting to discuss this 
particular initiative? 

Best regards, 

Hans-Juergen 

-Original Message- 

From: Walk, Roger A. 

Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2002 8:25 PM 

To: Tricker, Anthony; Dempsey, Ruth; Edward Sanders (E-mail); George Patskan (E-mail); 
Hans-Juergen Haussmann (E-mail); Hans-Juergen Roethig (E-mail); Ken Podraza (E-mail); 
Kobal, Gerd; Loreen Carchman (E-mail); Wolf Reininghaus (E-mail) 

Cc: Solana, Rick P. 

Subject: External dialog re our cancer symposium 
Dear Hans-Juergen, dear Tony, 

We have discussed this proposal with Rick and he supports our initiative to share the 
conclusions of the cancer symposium with cancer experts for their information and 
potential feedback. As you said this is a great opportunity to have a dialog on the 
science with external scientists that can add value to the work of both sides. 

So we might put together a few slides which show the objective of the symposium and key 
outcomes re status of validation of cancer biomarkers and then have some of us approach 
key experts in the field to suggest a one-0rt-one discussion of our conclusions. Hans- 
Juergen, I could not find your slides attached to the previous e-mail, so please resend 
them to me. They may very well be all we need (we need to check whether they would be ok 
for external audiences and have them reviewed by Legal for clarity). 

Then the question is who approaches who and when. 

What about: 

- Hans-Juergen <-> Rogene Henderson 

- Hans or Tony <-> Peter Shields 

- Hans <-> Steven Rennard 

- Tony <-> Steven Hecht 

- Hans-Juergen and Tony <-> C.C. Harris 

- Hans-Juergen <-> Peter Witschi #, 

- Rick <-> Neal Benowitz ? 

The occasion for a meeting could be fitted into a trip you plan and that would, bring you 
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closer to the scientists you would like to contact. So the timing might be spread over the 
next 3-6 months. 

If we can get 2-3 of those dialogs up and running, it would be a great contribution to our 
communication and science. 

Please let me know whether you are committed to make those (or others) dialogs work. 

Best regards, 

Roger 


-Original Message- 

From: Haussmann, Hans-Juergen 

Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2002 12:56 PM 

To: Walk, Roger A. 

Subject: RE: Today's presentation 

Dear Roger: 

Please find attached the slides of today's presentation: 


You have been right in that we have not re-invented the wheel, and I doubt that this 
is possible in a field we all have worked for so many years and in which we probably have 
stretched the possibilities. Thus, this is mainly about setting priorities under the 
objectives we have today vs. those we had some years or even many years ago. 

Discussing our approaches with Rogene or Peter or anybody of this caliber would 
certainly be good, not only to spread the word about what we are doing but even more so to 
have an opportunity for their input. I am quite sure that Peter has some different views 
on clinical biomarkers of effect, so this could be quite fruitful. 

Best regards, 

Hans-Juergen 


-Original Message- 

Prom: Walk, Roger A. 

Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2002 5:52 PM 

To: Haussmann, Hans-Juergen 

Cc: Solana, Rick P. 

Subject: ’ Todays presentation 

Hans-Juergen, 

Could you share with me the slides you showed today ? 

Do you see a value for us to sit together with Rogene Henderson and Peter Shields (and 
othes?) to share with them what our outcome re the status obective of the symposium was ? 
Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld (www.BlackBerry.net) 
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From: Walk, Roger A. 

Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2002 12:01 AM 

To: Lau, Raymond W. 

Subject: Re: Draft updated JL1 communication plan for your review 


Should George be the organizer or our group? 

Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld (www.BlackBerry.net) 
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Clarke, Patrice A 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Walk, Roger A. 

Monday, November 25, 2002 1:42 PM 
Lau, Raymond W. 

Fw: Draft updated JLI communication plan for your review 



Who is in charge of the -debate- 1 ? 

Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld (www.BlackBerry.net) 


-Original Message- 

Prom: Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal) <Kevin.Osborne@us.pm.com> 

To: Walk, Roger A. <Roger.A.Walk@pmusa.com> 

CC: Desel, Paula <Paula.DeselSus.pm.com> 

Sent: Mon Nov 25 13:20:26 2002 

Subject: RE: Draft updated JLI communication plan for your review 
Roger- 

I briefed Paula re your presentation (which I thought went well). Re the planned "run- 
throughs" to anticipate and discuss potential guestions from regulators, ngo's et al., we 
would like to participate. 

Could you pis. include us? 

thanks 


-Original Message- 

From: Desel, Paula 

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2002 4:56 PM 
To: Lau, Raymond W. 

Cc: Clarke, Patrice A; Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal); Walk, Roger A. 

Subject: RE: Draft updated JLI communication plan for your review 

We are all off site. I let Roger know this before we left. I'll print this out and get 
you our comments either by fax or e-mail. 

Could you please send me your fax number? 

-Original Message- 

From: Lau, Raymond W. 

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2002 2:37 PM 

To: Desel, Paula 

Cc: Clarke, Patrice A 

Subject: FW: Draft updated JLI communication plan for your review 

Dear Paula, 

I just received an out of office notice from Kevin's office. Would you be able to review 
this for us, please? 

Regards, 


Raymond 

-Original Message- 

From: Lau, Raymond W. 

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2002 2:29 PM 
To: Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal) 

Cc: Clarke, Patrice A 

Subject: Draft updated JLI communication plan for your review 
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Dear Kevin, 


Roger is presenting the JLI communication plan at the NPC meeting this Friday. This is 
the latest version we would like you to review. We are all at the WSA planning meeting at 
Westfields at the moment. I am sorry we need your feedback by tomorrow. Please email 
your input to me and copy Patrice. 

Many thanks, 


Raymond 

« File: 2002-11-20 WSA External Communication Plan JLI.ppt >> 
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Clarke, Patrice A 


/ 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Walk, Roger A. 

Monday, November 25, 2002 11:30 AM 

Weber, Deborah J, 

Farlow, Kimberlie J.; Clarke, Patrice A 

Re: Operations CTF meeting - e-mail etiquette 


Thanks, Deborah for the clarification. X just learned that Kim is out of the office until 
after the holiday. I will check tomorrow how we will distribute for RD+E. Will incorporate 
your subject flags as recommended. 

Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld (www.BlackBerry.net) 
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Clarke, Patrice A 


T 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Walk, Roger A. 

Monday, November 25, 2002 11:20 AM 
Izac, Richard R. 

Re: Wording on the homepage for the EHCSS web site 


I liked the version Amy suggested much more. This is for MBs and scientist in the public 
health arena. Education is in my opinion too general. Why can we not just' stay with what 
she suggested ? 

Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld {www.BlackBerry.net) 
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Clarke, Patrice A 


From: Walk, Roger A. 

Sent: Monday, November 25, 2002 8:27 AM 

To: Sanders, Edward 

Subject: Re: Best Practices Document 


Thanks, we will incorporate them into the next draft. 

Hope everything is well, I have a cold and struggle with Mono 13 at home. 
Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld [www.BlackBerry.net) 
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Clarke, Patrice A 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Walk, Roger A. 

Sunday, November 24, 2002 2:44 PM 
Clarke, Patrice A 
Fw: PM/Endovasc 


Patrice, can you work with Joy to send a copy of Ricks letter to Columbia? 
Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld (www.BlackBerry.net) 


-Original Message- 

From; McCormick, Brendan J. <Brendan.J.McCorraick@pmusa.com> 

To: McCann, Amy Arnold <AmyArnold.McCann@us.prn.com>; Walk, Roger A. 

<Roger.A.WalkSpmusa.com>; Sengupta, Tapas K. <Tapas.K.Senguptafipmusa.com> 

CC: Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal) <Kevin.Osbome@us.pm.com>; 'matthew_seiden@aporter.com' 
<matth.ew_seiden@aporter. com> 

Sent: Fri Nov 22 14:21:43 2002 
Subject: RE: PM/Endovasc 

This looks good from my perspective, including the December 2 deadline. 

I agree that we should send a copy to Columbia: Steven Trost sent the letter on their 
behalf. His contact information was included in the fax 1 forwarded of their letter to 
Endovasc. Let me know if you need any additional information from me. 

-Original Message- 

From: McCann, Amy Arnold 

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2002 2:10 PM 

To: McCormick, Brendan J. ,- Walk, Roger A.; Sengupta, Tapas K. 

Cc: Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal); 'matthew_seiden@aporter.com' . . 

Subject: FW: PM/Endovasc 


Brendan: Roger correctly pointed out that I meant to ask whether you would like to copy 
Columbia on the letter to Endovasc, rather than Endovasc. Sorry for any confusion. 

-Original Message- 

From: Walk, Roger A. 

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2002 2:00 PM 
To: McCann, Amy Arnold 
Subject: RE: PM/Endovasc 


Amy, 

Re Brendan: you probably meant copying Columbia on our letter to Endovasc. 
Roger 


-Original Message- 

From: McCann, Amy Arnold 

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2002 1:16 PM 

To: Walk, Roger A.; McCormick, Brendan J.,- Sengupta, Tapas K. 
Cc: Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal); 'Matthew_seiden@aporter.com'; 
'James_sandman@aporter.com' 

Subject: FW: PM/Endovasc 


Gentlemen: 

Per our call this morning, attached please find the draft letter to Endovasc. X have 
reviewed the letter and incorporated a few minor edits reflecting Kevin's and my comments. 
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Please let me know as soon as practicable whether you have any comments. 

Roger: I leave it to you to decide whether you or Rick will be signing the letter. I 

agree with Matt Seiden's suggestion today that it would be good to get the letter out 
today if possible. 

Brendan: Tapas pointed out that the letter from Columbia to Endovasc copied you. Would 

you like to copy Endovasc on this letter? 

Thank you. 

-Original Message- 

From: Matthew_Seiden@aporter.com [mailto:Matthew_Seiden@aporter.com] 

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2002 11:45 AM 
To: Amy.Amold@us.pm.com 

Cc: kevin.oshorne@us.pm.com,- James_Sandman@aporter.com 
Subject: PM/Endovasc 


I am attaching the letter to Endovasc with the edits we discussed on the 
phone this morning, Please note that the name of the PM person who is 
signing the letter still has to be added at the bottom, and there is a 
blank for you to fill in in the last paragraph for the deadline you want to 
give them to get a countersigned copy of the letter back to you. Please 
let me know if you have any questions about the draft. 

Welcome back. I hope the Florida meetings were useful. 


(See attached file: DC_956672_1.DOC) 


This communication may contain information that is legally privileged, 
confidential or exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, or copying 
of this communication is strictly prohibited. Anyone who receives this 
message in error should notify the sender immediately by telephone or 
by return e-mail and delete it from his or her computer. 


Matthew Seidea Matthew_Seiden@aporter.com 

Arnold & Porter Telephone: 202-942-5942 

555 Twelfth Street, NW Fax: 202-942-5999 

Washington, DC 20004-1202 

For more information about Arnold & Porter-, click here: 
http://www.arnoIdporter.com 
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Clarke, Patrice A 


T~ 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Walk, Roger A. 

Sunday, November 24, 2002 2:42 PM 
Farlow, Kimberlie J.; Weber, Deborah J. 

Clarke, Patrice A; Zhang, Mingda (R&D); Koenig, Denise A. 
Re: Operations CTF meeting - e-mail etiquette 


I have a need, for process clarification and would appreciate meeting with you, Deborah and 
Denise. I will ask Patrice to set up a 20 min meeting to discuss this project. 

Roger Walk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld (www.BlackBerry.net) 
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